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00CKt1 HlE copy OR\G\NAL

Re: Errata to Delmarva Power & Light Co. Comments in CC Docket No.
96-98

Dear Mr. Caton:

Tendered herewith for filing are an original and sixteen copies of an Errata dated May
21, 1996 to the Comments filed by the Delmarva Power & Light Company ("Delmarva") in
CC Docket No. 96-98 on May 20, 1996. In order to conserve the staffs resources, sixteen
conformed copies ofDelmarva's Comments, including the pages added or changed by the
Errata, are provided.
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ORIGINAL RECEI\fED

Before the MAY 2 , 19t6
FEDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSIONf£D£

Washington, D.C. 20554 RAl~_nONSCOMMISSIC'
'"Trw: OF SEGRETARV .

In re Matter of

Implementation of the Local Competition
Provisions in the Telecommunications Act
of 1996

)
)
)
) CC Docket No. 96-98
)
)
)

ERRATA TO COMMENTS OF DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

Delmarva Power & Light Company filed its Comments in CC Docket No. 96-98 on May

20, 1996. This Errata provides a Table of Contents and corrects typographical errors. The Table

of Contents should be inserted at page iv. Other pages attached to this Errata should be inserted

in Delmarva's Comments in place ofthe corresponding pages therein, and the original pages

discarded.

Respectfully submitted,

By:
John H. O'Neill, J
Robert E. Conn
Norman 1. Fry
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
2300 N Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20037-1128
(202) 663-9308

Its Attorneys

May 21, 1996
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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re Matter of

Implementation of the Local Competition
Provisions in the Telecommunications Act
of 1996

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CC Docket No. 96-98

COMMENTS OF DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

Delmarva Power & Light Company ("Delmarva"), by its attorneys and pursuant to Section

553 of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.c. § 553 (1994) and the Commission's Notice of

Proposed Rulemaking (the "NPRM") in the above-captioned docket adopted April 19, 1996,

hereby submits it Comments. This NPRM is intended to implement the local exchange telephone

company ("LEC") interconnection requirements in new Section 251 of the Communications Act

of 1934 (the "1934 Act"), added by Section 101 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the

"1996 Act"). Section 251(b)(4) imposes upon a LEC the "duty to afford access to the poles,

ducts, conduits, and rights-of-way of such carrier to competing providers of telecommunications

services on rates, terms, and conditions that are consistent with section 224." A small portion of

the NPRM (m! 220-225) relates to implementation of Section 224 as it relates to pole attach-

ments. It appears this section would be applicable to electric utilities as well as LECs. Del-

marva's comments are directed towards and limited to the Commission's inquiries regarding pole

attachments in the NPRM mr 220-225, as those rules would apply to electric utility companies.
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Public utilities, including utilities such as Delmarva that are not holding companies, are

presently considering providing telecommunications services to the public. While Congress did

not specifically address individual investor-owned utilities like Delmarva, Congress clearly consid-

ers that the entry ofpublic utilities into the telecommunications business is in the public interest.

This belief is evidenced by Section 103 of the 1996 Act, which permits holding companies regis-

tered under Section 5 ofPUHCAl1L to provide telecommunications services to the public so long

as they do so through a subsidiary which has been granted Exempt Telecommunications Company

status by this Commission.

Delmarva recognizes that it would be inappropriate for an electric utility or its telecommu-

nications affiliate to be able to gain a competitive advantage over independent telecommunications

carriers due to preferential terms or conditions of access to the poles, ducts, conduits and rights-

of-way of the electric utility. In each of the states in which Delmarva provides electric service,

cross-subsidization is precluded by regulatory requirements for proper accounting and allocations

of costs, and some affiliate transactions are subject to regulation under the Virginia Affiliates

Act. 181 Accordingly, it would be appropriate for the Commission in any rulemaking, to require an

electric utility to afford comparable access to its facilities for affiliates and third-party telecommu-

nications carriers.

The Commission also requested comment as to whether the owner (i.e., the electric utility

itself) of the pole should be precluded from attaching its own equipment except under the

171 Public Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 § 5, 15 U.S.C. § 7ge (1994) ("PUHCA").

181 Va. Code Ann. §§ 56-76 to 56-87 (Michie 1995).
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